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the people in Iran, who are struggling
against that nouveau regime. I do not
say we should attack Iran with Amer-
ican military might. We should be sup-
portive, and we should have been so all
along.

There were demonstrators in the
streets of Tehran, and there was no
message. There was no message at all
of support from our government at
that time. That was one of the first
things this President did—he refrained
from helping and supporting those
young activists for democracy in Iran.
The Baloch people are fighting against
the corruption and oppression of the
Pakistani Government, which is domi-
nated by these radicals. We should be
helping the Baloch, who can also be ac-
tive in Iran, I might say.

There are options that we can have
throughout the world today—actions
both in terms of policy and in terms of
actually helping people struggle for
freedom—that will ensure the peace of
the world 10 years down the road, as
Ronald Reagan did when he took over.
He left us a better world. We need to
take the steps now to make sure that,
when we leave this body, when we leave
Congress—and whoever becomes Presi-
dent the next time around—that we
leave this government so that our peo-
ple have a greater chance for freedom,
a greater chance to live in peace. We
need to make sure that our people can
live in peace and prosperity.

Those pictures on the wall at the 9/11
Memorial shout out to us: Do your
duty. You didn’t do it. You let us down.
Don’t do it again. Make sure the Amer-
ican people are safe. You have a chal-
lenge now. Meet that challenge. Stand
firm. Stand strong behind those who
are with you.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————
SILENCING A PRESCIENT VOICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WESTERMAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) for 30 minutes.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, we have heard a great deal about
protocol this past week, and it all cen-
ters around the invitation by the
Speaker of this House to the Prime
Minister of Israel to come and speak to
the body, as he has done twice before.

It is worth pointing out, Mr. Speak-
er, that Bibi Netanyahu is one of the
most prescient voices that we have in
the entire world to address some of the
subjects and some of the dangers that
face the United States of America, and
yet this administration is caught up in
a conundrum over protocol.

While it might be worth reminding
this administration that ours is a gov-
ernment made up of three equal
branches, it is even more important to
remind this administration that, when
Iran is pursuing a nuclear weapons ca-
pability with which to threaten the
peace and security of the entire world,
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when ISIS and groups like it are
slaughtering people the world over,
when ISIS is crucifying and killing and
torturing people in Irag—when they
are burning their prisoners alive in
cages—this administration is caught
up in protocol. Mr. Speaker, that is a
profound distortion of priority.

Ironically, this administration, for
all of its talk of protocol, not only vio-
lated protocol when it traded five
Taliban leaders for Sergeant Bowe
Bergdahl, but it broke the law itself.
This administration has repeatedly
sought to unconstitutionally usurp the
powers of the legislative branch by
brash fiat. It chooses to listen to these
mysterious voices of those who did not
vote in our Nation’s election. Its con-
stitutional overreach is evidenced by
Cuba, immigration, ObamaCare, and a
number of others.

Let us put that litany aside for a mo-
ment and just consider the arrogance
of this administration as it comes now
to proclaim that the Speaker of this
House has somehow broken protocol by
inviting the Prime Minister of our
most vital ally on Earth to speak on
this floor.

Worse, Mr. Speaker, it has sought to
go after and silence the guest speaker,
himself. In hearing the visceral rhet-
oric of this White House, one would
think our Speaker had invited the
prime minister of an enemy nation in-
stead of one of our best friends on the
planet. Unfortunately, this administra-
tion’s claims of breached protocol are
an attempt to overshadow the real ele-
phant in the room, and truth itself.

The actual outrage here is not about
the Israeli elections, as some might
say. It is not about the doomed diplo-
matic overtures of this administration.
The real crisis and the real threat is a
nuclear-capable Iran, and Prime Min-
ister Netanyahu—with the greatest
credentials on Earth related to this
threat—in coming to speak to all of us
is acting as a trusted ally should act. I
hope this administration and this Con-
gress and the American people will lis-
ten to him very carefully.

The true problem here, Mr. Speaker,
is that an outspoken enemy of our Na-
tion, one that is, indeed, the leading
state sponsor of global Islamic ter-
rorism, is actively pursuing nuclear
weapons that could create the gravest
of threats to the United States, Israel,
and the entire free world.

How quickly we forget that Iran con-
siders the United States of America the
“Great Satan.” How quickly we forget
that last year, on November 4, Iran,
once again, celebrated ‘‘Death to
America Day,” commemorating the
1979 seizure of the United States Em-
bassy. How quickly we forget that
“death to America’ is the rallying cry
of Hezbollah, which has been backed by
Iran, and it launched attacks on Israel
just last week, killing and wounding
good men.

How quickly we forget that one of
Iran’s stated goals is ‘“‘wiping Israel off
the map.” How quickly we forget that
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Iran collaborates with anti-U.S. re-
gimes in South America and is actively
seeking to exploit our borders and, of
course, this administration’s complete
inattention to them. How quickly we
forget that Iran continues to cooperate
with North Korea in the development
of long-range missiles capable of car-
rying nuclear warheads to the United
States of America.

Mr. Speaker, is this administration
80 naive or, worse, so arrogant as to be-
lieve that we can have any type of
credible, diplomatic agreement with
the leadership of such a regime?

I think it is embarrassing, Mr.
Speaker, to the United States of Amer-
ica that this supposed breach of pro-
tocol has somehow permitted this ad-
ministration through anonymous, yet
somehow authoritative, sources to po-
litically threaten the elected leader of
our only democratic ally in the re-
gion—calling him names in the media
and being vindictive in its every inter-
action with him. None of this salve for
the administration’s wounded ego has
furthered the interests of the United
States one iota. Ultimately, it has only
diminished America’s national security
and Israel’s right to defend herself.

Mr. Speaker, there are, unfortu-
nately, only three things that will pre-
vent Iran from eventually gaining nu-
clear weapons: one is a fundamental
change of the regime in Iran; two is a
direct military action to destroy their
capability to build a nuclear weapons
capability; or, finally, Mr. Speaker, it
is the conviction in the minds of the
jihadist leadership in Iran that mili-
tary action will occur if that capability
is not dismantled.

Mr. Speaker, indifference, cowardice,
diplomacy—call it what you will, but
in the end, ignorance, whether inten-
tional or unintentional, is not a viable
alternative to the truth. Along with so
many others in this body and, really,
in America, itself, I have every convic-
tion that when Prime Minister
Netanyahu speaks on the threat that
Iran’s pursuit of nuclear weapons and
its sponsorship of terrorism pose to
global security, he will be speaking the
truth. Once again, for the sake of
America, for Israel, and for the free
world, I pray that we all listen very
carefully.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

DISASTER ASSISTANCE FAIRNESS
AND ACCOUNTABILITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. MAC-
ARTHUR) for 30 minutes.

Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, on
October 29 of 2012, Super Storm Sandy
battered the coast of my State, New
Jersey, leaving behind a wake of devas-
tation and interrupting the lives of
many, many thousands of people in our
communities.

We are still recovering from this. It
was the second-costliest hurricane in
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United States history. Yet, out of that
destruction, our communities came to-
gether. Neighbors took each other in,
people looked after each other, families
started over, small businesses slowly
started to rebuild, and there was hope
again in New Jersey. My heart goes out
still to the many friends and neighbors
who are still trying to put their lives
back together again.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment has had a vital role in our recov-
ery. Disaster assistance came through
the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, FEMA. Nearly 183,000 disaster
victims were awarded $1.3 billion in
disaster assistance—money to rebuild
homes or to find new ones, money to
help people get their lives back again.
That is why it is so upsetting for these
victims to now, 2 years later, be receiv-
ing letters from FEMA demanding the
repayment of those aid grants. I am re-
ferring to a process called ‘‘recoup-
ment,” and it goes like this:

FEMA receives an application for
aid. It makes a determination, it gives
a grant, and it later changes its mind.
It could be for fraud or applicant error,
in which case FEMA has my full sup-
port, but sometimes FEMA just
changes its mind. The application is
correct. An examiner evaluates the
claim, makes the payment, and then,
later, a supervisor can change his mind
and say: “We don’t think you got this
one right,” and a letter goes out
months—even years—later, demanding
repayment.

Mr. Speaker, I worked for 30 years in
the insurance industry. I started as a
claims adjuster. I had the privilege at
the end of my career of running a large
insurance service company, and some-
times errors did get made. Sometimes
a supervisor disagreed because there
was just a difference of opinion. I
might have even made a few errors my-
self. But in the private sector, compa-
nies can’t just reach out and demand
those funds back again and, in the case
of the Federal Government, demand
with an ‘“‘or else.” An ‘‘or else’” from
the long arm of the Federal Govern-
ment is a serious matter, indeed—wage
garnishment or worse.

Mr. Speaker, by October 31 of 2014—2
years after Sandy—1,200 of my fellow
New Jerseyans had received letters de-
manding that $8 million be returned to
the Federal Government. These are
people who used these funds to rebuild
their homes, to find new places to live,
to repair what was broken, to replace
the clothes on their backs, and begin
again. Now the government wants to
take it back. It is a terrible blow to
these dear people, our fellow citizens,
whose lives were overwhelmed in just a
few short hours. It is something that
could happen to every one of us.

That is why I have introduced the
Disaster Assistance Fairness and Ac-
countability Act of 2015. Like it says in
the title, it is about bringing fairness
and accountability back to this proc-
ess, and it does it, Mr. Speaker, in a
few simple ways.
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First, fairness. It allows FEMA to re-
coup funds if there is an applicant
error or if there is fraud, but not if
FEMA just changes its determination
on an application that was accurate
and later just subjects itself to a
change of opinion.
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It applies the same standard to
FEMA that applies to the private sec-
tor, and it is fundamentally fair.

Accountability. My proposed act re-
quires FEMA to prove that the appli-
cant was guilty of error or fraud in-
stead of the other way around. It shifts
the burden of proof from the individual
to the government, which is where it
should be. Only at FEMA are you
guilty until proven innocent. That is
fundamentally un-American and some-
thing my bill will change. Where there
is fraud or applicant error, FEMA has
full authority to recover funds so that
the hardworking taxpayers of our
country are getting a fair shake as
well.

Lastly, the bill is reasonable. It im-
poses a 3-year statute of limitations on
FEMA for these recoupment actions.
Now there is no limit. They can reach
in many years after if they choose to.
Nearly every other law in the United
States is subject to a statute of limita-
tions, and this should be no different.

Mr. Speaker, there are many ways
that we can help the survivors of
Superstorm Sandy, and they need and
deserve our help. This bill is just a
start, but this bill will also help vic-
tims of future disasters.

I think one of our most important re-
sponsibilities as legislators is to listen
to our constituents and to find ways
that we can improve this government
on their behalf. This is an important
step in that direction. I am hopeful
that we can work together, Repub-
licans and Democrats, and bring this
bill to a successful vote to bring some
fairness and accountability back to
this one small part of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CoLLINS of Georgia (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCCARTHY) for today on
account of a death in the family.

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE
RULES

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE,
AND TECHNOLOGY FOR THE 114TH CONGRESS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY,

Washington, DC, February 5, 2015.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives, The Capitol,

Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to House
Rule XI, the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology adopted its rules for the
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114th Congress on January 27, 2015, and I sub-
mit them now for publication in the Congres-
sional Record.
Sincerely,
LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman.
RULE I. GENERAL

(a) Application of Rules.

(1) The Rules of the House of Representa-
tives (‘‘House Rules’’) are the rules of the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology and its Subcommittees with the spe-
cific additions thereto contained in these
rules.

(2) Except where the term ‘‘Sub-
committee’ is specifically referred to, the
following rules shall apply to the Committee
and its Subcommittees as well as to the re-
spective Chairs and Ranking Minority Mem-
bers.

(b) Other Procedures. The Chair may estab-
lish such other procedures and take such ac-
tions as may be necessary to carry out these
rules or to facilitate the effective operation
of the Committee.

(c) Use of Hearing Rooms. In consultation
with the Ranking Minority Member, the
Chair of the Committee shall establish
guidelines for the use of Committee hearing
rooms.

RULE II. REGULAR, ADDITIONAL, AND SPECIAL

MEETINGS

(a) Regular Meetings. The regular meeting
day of the Committee for the conduct of its
business shall be on the first Thursday of
each month, if the House is in session. If the
House is not in session on that day, then the
Committee shall meet on the next Thursday
of such month on which the House is in ses-
sion, or at another practicable time as deter-
mined by the Chair.

(1) A regular meeting of the Committee
may be dispensed with if, in the judgment of
the Chair, there is no need for the meeting.

(2) The Chair may call and convene, as he
considers necessary and in accordance with
the notice requirements contained in these
rules, additional meetings of the Committee
for the consideration of any bill or resolu-
tion pending before the Committee or for the
conduct of other Committee business.

(b) Bills and Subjects to be Considered.

(1) The Chair shall announce the date,
place, and subject matter of any Committee
meeting, which may not commence earlier
than the third day on which Members have
notice thereof, unless the Chair, with the
concurrence of the Ranking Minority Mem-
ber, or the Committee by majority vote with
a quorum present for the transaction of busi-
ness, determines there is good cause to begin
the meeting sooner, in which case the Chair
shall make the announcement at the earliest
possible date.

(2) At least 48 hours prior to the com-
mencement of a meeting for the markup of
legislation, the Chair shall cause the text of
such legislation to be made publicly avail-
able in electronic form.

(3) To the maximum extent practicable,
amendments to a measure or matter shall be
submitted in writing or electronically to the
designee of both the Chair and Ranking Mi-
nority Member at least 24 hours prior to the
consideration of the measure or matter, and
the Chair may oppose any amendment not so
submitted.

(c) Open Meetings.

(1) Meetings for the transaction of business
and hearings of the Committee shall be open
to the public or closed in accordance with
the House Rules.

(2) Any Member who is not a Member of
the Committee (or any Committee Member
who is not a Member of the Subcommittee)
may have the privilege of nonparticipatory
attendance at Committee or Subcommittee
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